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- Taz Orro Pusric Works COMMISSION
e 55 Zast State Sireet, Suile 312, Columeus, Chio 43215 Phone (614} 4650880

|

:-:EEBHE WORKS B0

=EOEYOIE.  APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
— Ravised 7/93

et

IVPORTANT: Apgifcant shouid consult the “Tustructions for Completion of Prject A polication” for
. . s

SUBDIVISION: Hamilton County i CODE $061-0006 1

DISTRICT NUMBER:_ 2 COUNTY: Hamiltonm DATE _9 /307394

CONTACT:_Stephen Mary PHONE $(513) 632-8527"

(THERROELT CONTACT PERSON S50ULD JETHE WDIVIDUAL WEQ WILE 3E AVAL (80T ON A DAY-RE-0AY 3AST DURINGTEE, AFPLLGGON REYIER
AND ST ECTAN PROCESS AND WEQCAM 2EST AHSWER OR COORDRATE THE AESPONSE 70 QUESTIONS)

PROJECT NAME: Hopewell Road Bridge B-0310 Replacement

SUBDIVISION TIPE FUONDING TYPE REQUESTIED PROJECT TIPE
(Co= Oubr 1) (O AL Regoepted & S Armpent) (O Lt Conmorrey
_X1. Counry X 1. Ganc 3765,000 _ 1. Road

2 Cry _Z.Lgan 3 X 2. Brdge/Cuivex
__ 3. Township _.3.Loan Assistancs § __ 3. Warer Supoly
_ 4 Yiilzge MBE SET-ASIDE OFFERED _ 4, Wastewaer

3. Ware/Sanirary Dismice Cansaucden S_L, 700,000 _ 3. Soiid Wase

{Secdna 6119 OR.C) Procarement S __6. Stormwarer

TOTAL PROJECT COST: § 1r700'000mmemqm:s 765,000

DISTRICT REC O’V[MENDAIION
To be compieted by the Districz Committes ONLY

GRANT: 5.765,000 LOAN ASSISTANCE: §
LOAN: 5 S%__ TERM: __7rs. (Actach Loan Sepplement)

(CrezCury 1}

XStz Cepiml Improvement Frogram DISTRICT MBE SET-ASIDE:
_Tgeal Transpormoon fmprovemenis Progam Canszacdian $%, 700,000
amaﬂ Govcmmen: Program Procement S

FOR OPWC USE ONLY
PROJECTNUMBER: C___ /C____ APPROVED FUNDING: 5
Local Pardcipation % Loan Interest Rate: %
OPWC Participadon Ga Loan Term: years
Project Ralease Dates Matarity Daies

OPWC Approvak Date Apuroved:
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PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS:

{Rourd to Nearest Dollar)

Project Engineering Costs:
[. Preliminary Engineering
2. Final Design

J. Other Engineer Services *
Supervision

Miscellaneous

Acquisition Expenses:

-1. Land

2. Right-of-Way

Construction Costs:
Equipment Purchased Directly:
Other Direct Expenses:
Contingencies:

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS:
PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES:

(Round to Nesrest Dollar and Percent)

Local In-Kind Contributions

Local Public Revenues

Local Private Revenues

Other Public Revenues

1. ODOT PID#

2. EPA/OWDA

3. OTHER (District 10 OPWC funds)

SUB TOTAL LOCAL RESOURCES:

e.)

OPWC Funds

1. Grant

2. Loan

3. Loan Assistance

SUB TOTAL OPWC RESOURCES:

f.)

TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES:

$

MBE Torce Account

1,700,000 .00

§_N/A__00
$_170.000.00
§_N/4 00

% N/A 00
$.765.000 oo

$.935.000 .00

$.765.,000 .00
§ 0.00
§ 0.00

$765.000.00
5.1.700.000 .00

*Oiher Engineer’s Services musl be oullined in delail on the required certified engineer's estimate.

1.3

Attach a summary from the Chief Financial Officer listed in section 5.2 listing all local share funds budgeted

AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS:

for the project and the date they are anticipated to be available.
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PROJECT INFORMATION

IMPORTANT: If project is multi-jurisdictional, information must be consclidated in this section.

2.1
2.8

PROJECT NAME: _Hopewell Road Bridge B-0310 Replacement,

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections a through d):
a.) SPECIFIC LOCATION:

The Hopewell Road Bridge is located on Hopewell Road over the Little Miami River and is in both
Hamilton and Clermont Counties. The siructure is approximately 500 feet east of Loveland
Madeira Road (north of [-275). Please see the attached location map for more detail.

PROJECT ZIP CODE:_45140
b.) PROJECT COMPONENTS:

1 Remove existing stee] truss structure.
2 Rehabilitate existing abutments.
3 Construct new concrete pier.

Rehabililale approach pavement and widen to standard lane widths.

4} Construct new steel beam structure.
Install new guardrail and pavement markings.

c.) PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS / CHARACTERISTICS:

The existing facility is two lanes wide (22') with a clear span of 208.50 feet and is functionally
obsolete. The proposed structure is 36 feet wide (2 lanes with a pedestrian walkway) and willbe
a two span facilily. The length of the structure will remain the same.

d.) DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included regarding current service capacity vs proposed service level. Iif
road or bridge project, include ADT. If water ar wastewater project, juclude both current residential
rates based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallon per housshold.

Attach cirrent rate ordinance.

The current ADT of Hopewell Road is 12,600. The proposed project will not increase the capacity of
the structure.

2.3 USEFUL LIFE / COST ESTIMATE: Project Useful Life:_75 _ Years.

Attach Registered Professional Engineer's statement, with original seal and signature certifying the project's
useful life indicated above and estimated cost.




3.0 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
State I'unds Requested for Repair and Replacement

§_1.700.000.00 100 %
76500000 _45%
$
$

=2

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION

State Funds Requested for New and Expansion 0
(SCIP Project Granl Funding for New and Expansion cannot exceed 50% of Lhe Tolal Project Costs.)

2

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE:*

/ BEGIN DATE END DATE

4.1  Engineering/Design: 02 /01 /93 09 /01 /94
42 Bid Advertisement: 11./15 /95 12 /156 /95
43  Construction: d/1/96 2 /31 /96

* Failure Lo meel project schedule may result in termination of agreement for approved projects. Modification of dates must be
approved in wriling by the Commission once the Projecl Agreement has been executed. Dales should assume project agreement
approval/release on July Ist. of lhe Program Year applied for.

9.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION:

5.1  CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFEICER William W. Brayshaw
TITLE Hamilton County Engineer
STREET 138 E. Court Street, Room 700
County Administration Building
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE 513).632 - _8630
FAX 513).723 - 9748
52  CHIEF FINANCIAL '
OFFICER Dusty Rhodes
TITLE Hamilton County Auditor
STREET 138 B. Court Street, Room 304
County Administration Building
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE (513).632 - 8212
FAX (513)723 - 9748
53  PROJECT MANAGER Steve Mary
TITLE Bridge Engineer
STREET 138 E. Court_Street. Room 700
County Administration Building
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Q1 45202
PHONE 5513;_@ - 8527
FAX 013)723 - 9748

4



8.0 ATTACHMENTS/COMPLETENESS REVIEY:

heck each section below, confirming thet all required informetion is included in thia application.

_X_A certified copy of the legizlntion by Lhe governing body of ihe applicsni sulhorizing o designaied
official Lo submit Lhis applieation and execule coniraeis. (Attach)

X_A summery from the opplicant's Chief Finencial Officer lisling all local shere funds budgeted for the project and the date
they are onticipaled lo be available. (Aliach)

XA registered professional engineer's estimate of projecis useful life and cosi estimale, as required in {64-1-14 snd 164—1—
18 of the Ohio Adminisirative Code. Eslimates shell onisin engineer's original ses) and signalure. (Attach)

X_A copy of the cooperstion agreemeni(s) if this project involves more thon one subdivision or district.(Attach)

X_Capital Improvements Report: (Required by 184 O.R.C. on standard form)
___h: Alached.
_X_B: Report/Update Filed with the Commission wilhin ihe lasl twelve monihs.

___Floodplain Managemeni Permit: Required if project is in 100 year floodplain. See Insiruetions.

_ X Supporting Doctmerintion: Materials such ag additional projecl descriplion, pholographs. economic impact (iemporsry
and/or full time jobs likely lo be crealed as a resull of the projeci), and other information to assist your districl commitlee in

ranking your projeci.

7.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:

The undersigned certifies thai: {1} he/she is legally authorized o request end accepl finsncisl sssistence from the Ohio Public
Works Commission; (2) that lo the best of his/her knowledge snd belief, all represenislions Lhst are part of this application are
true and correel; (3) that oll oificia} documents and commilments of ihe applicont lhal are part of this application have been
duly sulhorized by the governing body of the applicant; and, (4) should the requesied finoncisl sssisiance be provided, ihal in lhe
execution of this project, the applicant will comply wilh sl sssurances required by Ohio Law, including 1hose invelving minority
business utilization, Buy Ohio, end prevailing wages.

IMPORTANT:Appliesat certifies that physieal consirueiion on the projecl as defined in ihe applicstion has NOT begun, ond will not
bepin uniil a Project Agreement on thiz project has been execuied with lhe Ohio Public ¥orks Commission. Action to the conirary
will result in ierminalion of the agreement and withdrewal of Ohio Public Works Commission funding of Lhe projeci.

William W w, PI.—- ' v
Certifying Representative (Type or Print Name and Title)

//Zf/%fméf/ r.%f{ff’}ff’%f/ G-27-2F
Signature/Date Signed




Uounty of Hamilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER
700 COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45202-1258

PHONE (513} 632-8523 FAX (S13) 7239748
STATEMENT OF USEFUL LIFE

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Chio Administrative
Code, I hereby certify that the Hopewell Road Bridge B-0310
Replacement project will have a useful life of at least 75 years.

CONSTRUCTION COSTS:

The opinion of Project Comstruction Costs is based on current
unit price experience and is subject to adjustment upon completion
of detailed plans and receipt of an acceptable proposal by a
gualified contractor.

Py 4 %7/44_,

WILLIAM W, BRAYSHAW, P.E.- P.S.
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER




PROJECT : HOPEWELL ROAD BRIDGE B-D310

ENG. EST.;
BID DATE :
REF ITEM
NC N DESCRIPTION UNIT
STRUCTURE ITEMS
1 202-STRUCTURE REMOVED LS
2 202-PORTIONS OF EXISTING WINGWALL REMOVED LS
3 B03-UNCLASSIFIED EXCAVATION o) 4
4 B505-PILE DRIVING EQUIP. MOBILIZATION LS
5 B07-STEEL FILES, HP 10X42 LF
6 S07-DRILLED SHAFT, 48" DIA, ABOVE BEDROCK LF
7 S09-EPOXY COATED REINF. STEEL, GR. 60 LB
8 011-CLASS "S" CONCRETE, SUPERSTRUCTURE cYy
8 5711-CLASS"C*" CONC, ABUT ABV. FOQTING, A.P.FP. CcY
10 511-CLASS*C* CONCRETE, PIER ABOVE FOOTING CcY
11 511-CLASS"C"CONCRETE, FOOTING cY
12 511-CLASS"C*CONCRETE, RET. WALL OR WING WALL cy
13 512-SEALING OF CONCRETE SURFACES, EPOXY o
14 513-STRUCTURAL STEEL A588, CATEGORY it LB
15  513-WELDED STUD SHEAR CONNECTOR EA
16 516-ELASTOMERIC BRNG W/ INT LAM AND LOAD PLATE EA
17 517-RAILING (CONC PARAPET W/ PIPE RAIL) LF
18 517-RAILING, ALUMINUM (MISC.) ) LF
19  518-POROUS BACKFILL W/ FILTER FABRIC cYy
ROADWAY AND DRAINAGE
20 203-EXCAVATION cYy
21 203-EMBANKMENT cY
22 301-BITUMINOUS BASE . cY
23 310-SUBBASE cYy
24 402-ASPHALT CONCRETE cYy
25 603-12" CONDUIT . LF
26 604- CATCH BASIN EA
27 608-SIDEWALK SF
28 011-RC APPROACH SLAB SY
SUPPLEMENTAL ITEMS
UNOFFICIAL BID TOTALS :

PERCENT OVER/UNDER ESTIMATE :

ENGINEER' ESTIMATE
QUANT UNIT TOTAL

1 85000.00 95000.00

1 15000.00 15000.00
280 10.00 2800.00
1 12000.00 12000.00
7680 21.71 166732.80
200 85.00 17000.00
360000 0.60  216000.00
575 250.00 143750.00
210 225.00 47250.00
46 225.00 10350.00
430 150.00 64500.00
240 225.00 54000.00

200 10.60 2000.00
550000 1.00  550000.00
5800 3.00 17700.00

18 750.00 13500.00
3060 90.00 27000.00
300 35.00 10500.00
460 40.00 18400.00

667 8.00 5336.00
3300 8.00 26400.00
267 60.00 16020.00
200 30.00 6000.00
120 70.00 8400.00

1000 40.00 40000.00
4 1000.00 4000.00
3600 7.00 25200.00
281 125.00 35125.00

50036.20

$1, 700,000.00
0.00

*UNIT PRICE BID FOR THESE SUPPLEMENTAL ITEMS TO BE SAME AS UNIT
PRICE BID ON BASE BID ITEMS. THE LOW BIDDER SHALL BE DETERMINED

ON THE BASIS OF THE TOTAL BID (BASE BID PLUS SUPPLEMENTAL BID).

IF THE BIDDER FAILS TO ADHERE TO THE ABOVE NOTE (UNIT PRICE BID

FOR THESE SUPPLEMENTAL ITEMS TO BE SAME AS UNIT PRICE BID ON BASE
BID ITEMS). THE COUNTY ENGINEER SHALL USE THE BIDDERS BASE BID

PRICE FOR THESE ITEMS TQ ARRIVE AT THE TOTAL BID.



Uty of Hamilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER

00 COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 BEAST COURT STREET
CINCINMATI, OHIO 45202-1258

PHONE (513) 632-4523 FAX {513) 723-0748

Septembher 30, 1994

STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

Project: Hopewell Road Bridge B-0310 Replacement

This is to certify that the sum of $85,000.00 is available as
the local matching funds in connection with the application for
State Capital Improvement Funds for the above mentioned project.

The source of the local match will be Hamilton County Funds.
Local matching funds will be encumbered and certified upon

completion of the Project Agreement with the Ohio Public Works
Commission.

Chief Executive Officer:

DU

Chief Financial Officer:

STY RHOWE
HAMILTON COUNTY AUDITOR
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RESOLUTION APPOINTING REPRESENTATIVE TO THE DLSTRICT

INTEGRATING COMMITTEE UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF HR 704 M?GARE 5;992
OHIO INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM E

3Y THE BOARD:

WHEREAS, HB 704 was enacted to establish nineteenm Discrict Integrac-
ing Committaes throughout the Stata of Ohio; and

WHEREAS, Hamilton County comprises Distrzict #2 under che provision
of HR 704 consisting of a nime member District Integrating committee; and

WHEREAS, the Bozrd of County Commissioners sppoint two members to
the District Intsgrating Committes {(ome from the private sector and the
other sither 2 Countcy Commissiomer or the County Eagineer); and

WHEREAS, Donald C. Schramm, the Board's County Engineer represen—
tative will submit his resignation as Hamilton County Eagineer effactive
March 27, 1992 effective 4:00 p.m.; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Domald C. Schramm, was appeoizted to the pasicion
of Chief Executive Officer for the Politiczl Subdivision of damilton
County, Districz #2 Integrating Committsze in accordance with cthe pro-
visions of HB 704; and

t

WHEREAS, the Board does net wish to have a vacancy on this Committee;

NOW, THERETORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Beard of Counry Commissioners
of Hamilton Counry, Ohie, that from and after 4:00 p.m. on March 27,
1992, William W. 3rayshaw be and he hersby is zppointed for the unexpired
three year term of Donmald (. Schramm, said term to expirs on June L, 1994;
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that William W. Brzyshaw be and he hereby is
also appointed to the position of Chief Executive Officer for the Political

Subdivision of Hamiltom County, District #2 Integrating Committee to
replace Donald C. Schrzmm.

ADQPTED at a regularly adjourned meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners of Hamilczom Councy, Ohio, this 25th day of March, 1892,

Mr. Chabot. AYE Mr., Dowlin. AYE Mr. CGuckenberger. AYE

CERTTIZTCATE OF CLERK

IT IS BEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing is a2 true znd corzect
transcript of a resolution adopced by the Board of Councy Commissioners
in sassiom the 25ch day of ¥azrch, 1992.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, have her=zunta set my hand and azffixesd che 0I-
ficeizl Saal of che 0ffice of the Hoard of County Commissioners of Frmiliom
Councy, Ohio, this 25ch day of March, 1992.

T
i
T

Angela "Ezal, Clerk /

Board of Councy Commissianers
Hzmilron County, Ohio
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STRUCTURE FILE NUMBER 7

BSROLOS . eroet WL A4 mssmca\w:g'“'{ idvay  KRaw=2

STATE OF OHIO;‘: DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

BRIDGE INSPECTION REPORT

BRIDGE, NUMBER ﬁ%m FOZY] o) o) YEAR BUILT Z70.-
C ROUTE i

N

GOND
DECK

1. FLOOR s L\ 1o wearmc surrace al
3. CURBS. SIDEWALKS & WALKWAYS 9|3 |a wroun o

5, RALING 0l 2 6. oransee 2

7. EXPANSION JOINTS

i1 } B. SUMMARY

=g
(]

!
Q:
SUPERSTRUCTURE
9. ALIGNMENT 2] | |10, neaus/ciroeRs /suas vy .
11. DIAPHRAGMS or CROSSFRAMES 13 12._JOISTS/STRINGERS 45_2_;:
13. FLOOR_BEAMS 14 &14. FLOOR BEAM CONMECTIONS 45&
15, VERTICALS 15 18. DIAGONALS 47 %
17. END_POSTS lEm-L'IB. TOP_CHORD sl
19, LOWER CHORD ‘ 17 20. |OWER_LATERAL BRACING 0|2
-~ 91. TOP LATERAL BRACING 18t |22, sway BRACING s0| 2
23. PORTALS 19 924 BEARING DEVICES 51&
25. ARCH 20| d26. ARCH COLUMNS or HANGERS 52
27. SPANDREL WALLS 21} d 28. PAINT (YEAR/CONDITION) S8 15 1A
29. PINS/HANGERS/HINGES 22 30. FATIGUE PRONE_CONNEGTIONS ssPL‘
31. LVE L0AD RESPONSE 23 32. SUMMARY 57!i
33, Aaurﬁms Cﬁ'ﬁ_oﬂs anEA@ ABIA:\- __n 1_34. ABUTMENT SFATS ssl f_

35,

BIERS

25 |l 36. PIER SEATS
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FROM HRMILTOHW CO. EMGINEERS B9.23.1994 10:52 P. I
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ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For Program Year 1995 {July 1, 1995 through June 30, 1996),
jurisdictions shall provide the following support information to
help determine which projects will be funded. Information on this
form must be accurate, and where called for, based on sound
engineering principles. Documentation to substantiate the
individual items may be required by the Support Staff if
information does not appear to be accurate.

1) What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to
be replaced, repaired, or expanded? For bridges, submit
a copy of the current State form BR-86.

Closed Poor X
Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the
present facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridge);
surface type and width; number of lanes; structural condition;
substandard design elements such as berm width, grades, curves,
sight distances, drainage structures, or inadequate service
capacity. If known, give the approximate age of the infrastructure
to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

The existing truss bridge was built in 1922. It is only 22 feet
wide from the face of rub rail to face of rub rail. The structure
is functionally obsolete. The deck is a steel grate with a steel
sidewalk. The structure is rusting due to failure of the lead
paint on it. Rusting of members and connections is rapidly
reducing the useful life of the bridge.

2) If State Capital Improvement Program funds are awarded, how
soon (in weeks "or months) after receiving the Project
Agreement from OPWC (tentatively set for July 1, 1995) would
the project be under contract? The Support Staff will be
reviewing status reports of previous projects to help judge
the accuracy of a particular jurisdiction's anticipated
project schedule.

4 months (Circle one)

Are preliminary plans or engineering completed? No
Are detailed construction plans completed? Yes

Are all right-of-way and easements acquired?«* Yes N/A
*Please answer the following if applicable:

No. of parcels needed for project: 3 QOf these, how
many are Takes 2 ; Temporary 0 ; Permanent 1

On a separate sheet, explain the status of the ROW acquisition
process of this project for any parcels not yet acquired.

Are all utility coordinations completed? Yes N/A

Give an estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any
item above not yet completed. 6 weeks




3}

4)

3)

How will the proposed project impact the general health, -
safety and welfare of the service area? (Typical examples may
include the effects of the completed project on accident
rates, emergency response time, fire protection, health
hazards, user benefits, commerce, and highway capacity.)
Please be specific and provide documentation if necessary to
substantiate the data.

The proposed structure will be safer than the existing

narrow reoadway. The increase in traffic has averaged over 10%

for the past 4 vears. This proiject will qreatly enhance

emergency response time and will expedite moving the

increasing traffic load, helping to reduce the chance of

accidents.

What type of funds are to be utilized for the local share for
this project?

Federal aDoT Local X
MRF OWDA CDBG
Other District 10 OPWC funds

Note: If MRF funds are being used for the local share, the
MRF application must have been filed by August 1, 1994
for this project with the Hamilton County Engineer's
Office.

The minimum amount of matching funds for grant projects (local
share) must be at least 10% of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST.
What percentage of matching funds are being committed to this
project?

55 %

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government
agency resulted in a complete or partial ban of the use or
expansion of use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical
examples include weight limits, truck restrictions, and
moratoriums or limitations on issuance of building permits.)
A copy of the approved legislation must be submitted with the
application. THE BAN MUST HAVE AN ENGINEERING JUSTIFICATION TO
BE VALID.

Complete Ban Partial Ban No Ban X
Will the ban be removed after the project is completed?

Yes No

Page 2



6)

7)

8)

9)

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project?

ADT = 12,600 x 1.2 = 15,120 users per dav.

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average
Daily Traffic by 1.20. For public transit, submit
documentation substantiating the count. Where the facility
currently has any restrictions or is partially closed, use
documented traffiec counts prior teo the restriction. For storm
sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related
facilities, multiply the number of households in the service
area by 4.

Has the jurisdiction developed a Five Year Capital Improvement
Plan as required in 0.R.C., chapter 1647?

Yes X No

Give a brief statement concerning the regional significance of
the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

This bridge is located within 1/2 mile from I-275 and

connects Clermont County to Hamilton County. Hopewell Road

connects to Loveland Madeira Road and provides access to

citizens of both counties te numerous facilities nearbv.

For expansion projects, please provide the existing and
proposed Level of Service (LOS) of the facility using the
methodology outlined within AASHTO'S "Geometric Design of
Highways and Streets" and the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual.

Existing LOS Proposed LOS

If the proposed LOS is not "C" or better, explain why LOS "C"
cannot be achieved. (Attach separate sheets if necessary.)
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STATE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

ROUND NO. 9

PROGAM YEAR 1995 PROJECT SELECTICN CRITERIA - JULY 1, 1995 TO JUNE 30, 1996
ADOPTED BY THE DISTRICT 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE

June 27, 1994

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: [~d/m{CTON C—OVN‘I;/

NAME OF PROJECT: HopPcwell . RedAo B oi3o BRICGS REPL.

TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROJECT: EEB'F%;g.;é RATING TEAM NO. 11

NC. QF
POINTS

F
4 .1l) 1If SCIP Funds are granted, when would the
. construction contract be awarded? (The Support Staff
W <EE  AETE 1 will assign points based on engineering experience.)

Ord  CoER . .
10 Points - Will be under contract by December 31, 18935

5 Points - Will be under contract by March 30, 1996

0 Points - Will not be under contract by March 30, 1936

\ﬁfés 2) What is the condition of the infrastructure to be
replaced or repaired? For bridges, base condition
on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

20 Points - Poor Condition

16 Points -

12 Points - Fair to Poor Condition
8 Points -

4 Points - Fair Condition

NOTE: If the infrastructure is in "goed" or better condition
it will NOT be considered for SCIP funding.

o
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3) If the project is built, what will be its effect on
the facility's serviceability?

5 Points - Significant effect (e.g., widen to and
add lanes along entire project)
4 Points =~ Moderate to significant effect
3 Points - Moderate effect (e.g., widen exist. lanes)
2 Points - Moderate to little effect
1 Points - Little or no effect (e.g., street or bridge

deck rehabilitation)

4) How important is the pruject to HEALTH, SAFETY, AND
WELFARE of the public and the citizens of the
District and/or service area?

10 Peocints - Highly significant importance, with
substantial impact on all 3 factors

8 Points - Considerably significant importance, with
substantial impact on 2 factors OR
noticeable impact on all 3 factors

6 Points - Moderate importance, with substantial
impact on 1 factor or noticeable impact
on 2 factors

4 Points - Minimal importance, with noticeable
impact on 1 factor

2 Points - No measurable impact

5} Wwhat is the overall econcmic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points - Poor

8 Points -

6 Points - Fair

4 Points -

2 Points - Excellent

}E’f; 6) What matching funds are being committed te the project,

expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTICN COST?
Loan and Credit Enhancement projects automatically receive
5 points, and no match 1s required. All grant funded
projects require a minimum of 10% matching funds.

Points - 50% or more

Points - 40% to 49.99%
Points - 30% to 39.99%
Points - 20% to 29.99%
Point - 10% to 19.99%

= B Ly = LA
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7)

\ 10)

o

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or loccal
government agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved
infrastructure? POINTS MAY ONLY BE AWARDED IF THE END
RESULT OF THE PROJECT WILL CAUSE THE BAN TC BE LIFTED.

5 Points - Complete or significant ban
3 Points - Partial or moderate ban
0 Points - No ban of any kind

What is the total number of existing daily users that will
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriate
criteria include current traffic counts, households served,
when converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit
users are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges, but
only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

5 Points - 10,000 or more
4 Points - 7,500 to 9,999
3 Points - 5,000 to 7,499
2 Points - 2,500 to 4,999
1 Point - 2,499 and under

Does the infrastructure have REGIONAL impact? Consider
origins and destinations of traffic, functional
classification, size of service area, number of
jurisdictions served, etc.

5 Points - Major impact (e.g., major multi-jurisdictional
route, primary feed route to an Interstate,
Federal - Aid Primary routes)

4 Points -

3 Points - Moderate impact (e.g., principal thoroughfares,
Federal - Aid Urban routes)

2 Points -

1 Point - Minimal or no impact (e.g., cul-de-sacs,

subdivision streets)

Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional 3$5 license plate
fee, an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or a dedicated
tax for infrastructure?

"2 Points - Two of the above
1 Point - One of the above
0 Points - Nene of the above

Page 3
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ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM
DEFINITIONS

CRITERION 1 - ABILITY TO PROCEED

The Support Staff will assign points based on:

1)
2)

3)

Engineering experience

The information on the Additional Support Information,
as verified where necessary.

The applicant's past SCIP/LTIP record of successfully
projecting project schedules on similar types of
projects.

If a project rating on this item is reduced by the Support
Staff because of a questionable schedule, and still

receives funding, the submitting jurisdiction will be
permitted to amend the Project Schedule accordingly.

CRITERION 2 - CONDITION

Poor - Condition is dangerous, unsafe or unusable

Fair to Poor - Condition is inadequate or substandard

Fair - Condition is average, not good or poor

CRITERION 5 - ECONOMIC HEALTH

The following factors are used to determine economic health:

1)

2)

6)

Median per capita income

Per capita assessed valuation of the total community real
estate and personal property

Poverty indicators
Effective tax rates
Total corporate debt as a percentage of assessed valuation

Municipal revenues and expenditures per capita

CRITERION 9 - REGIONAL IMPACT

Major impact - Primary water or sewer main serving an

entire system

Moderate impact - Waterline or storm sewer serving only

part of a system

Minimal impact - Individual waterline or storm sewer not

part of a system



